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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any 
errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Borgida et al. 
(hereinafter referred to as Borgida) in view of USPN 6,236,994 issued to Swartz et al. 
(hereinafter referred to as Swartz). 



Regarding claim 1, Borgida teaches a method for monitoring information in a 
knowledgebase framework, comprising the steps of: 

(c) receiving information relating to a target to be tracked from a user utilizing a network 
(Abstract, col. 5, lines 31-34; col. 11, lines 36-46); 

(d) monitoring the network for changes to the target (Abstract; col. 11, lines 15-17); 

(e) retrieving data relating to the monitored changes (col. 11, lines 36-46); and 
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(f) transmitting the retrieved data to the user utilizing the network (col. 1 1 , lines 36-46). 

However, Borgida fails explicitly teach (a) obtaining information from at least one data 
source utilizing a network; (b) generating a knowledge model-based index for the obtained 
information as a fimction of a knowledge model, where the knowledge model includes a plurality 
of categories, where each of the plurality of categories is interrelated to at least a respective one 
of the plurality of categories; and (c) receiving information relating to a target to be tracked in 
the knowledge model-based index from a user utilizing a network. 

Swatz teaches: (a) obtaining information from at least one data source utilizing a network 
(col. 4, lines 2-5); 

(b) generating a knowledge model-based index for the obtained information as a function 
of a knowledge model, where the knowledge model includes a plurality of categories, where 
each of the plurality of categories is interrelated to at least a respective one of the plurality of 
categories (col. 3, lines 6-9; col. 19, lines 30-35); and 

(c) receiving information relating to a target to be tracked in the knowledge model-based 
index from a user utilizing a network (col. 6, lines 22-25). 

At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teaching of Borgida and Swatz by obtaining information from data 
sources in order to create a knowledge-based system, and employing a knowledge model-based 
index for the obtained information in order to enable easy access to the obtained data, thus 
enabling a more efficient use of the knowledge system. 
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Regarding claim 2, Borgida teaches a method as recited in claim 1, wherein the target 
comprises at least one of: a publication, a person, a therapeutic area, a disease, a biological 
target, an organization, a compound, a patent, and a drug (figure 7). 

Regarding claim 3, Borgida teaches a method as recited in claim 1, further comprising the 
step of storing the received information in memory (col. 5, lines 30-38). 

Regarding claim 4, Borgida teaches a method as recited in claim 1, further comprising the 
step of: receiving an indication that the user has logged on the network, and wherein the 
retrieved data is transmitted to the user after receipt of the indication (Abstract; col. 13, lines 57- 
62). 

Regarding claim 5, Borgida fails to teach a method and a computer program as recited in 
claim 1, wherein a pharmaceutical database is monitored for changes relating to the target. 
Swartz teaches monitoring a pharmaceutical database for changes (Abstract; col. 3, line 43; col. 
6, lines 23-24). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to monitor a pharmaceutical database for changes in order to enable a 
more efficient use of the knowledgebase information (Abstract). 

Regarding claim 6, Borgida teaches a method as recited in claim 1, further comprising the 
step of alerting the user that a change to the target has been monitored utilizing a network (col. 
11, lines 36-46). 
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Regarding claim 7, Borgida teaches a method as recited in claim 1, further comprising the 
steps of permitting the user to input a search term utilizing the network, searching for items 
associated with the search term, and displaying items associated with the search term to the user 
utilizing the network (col. 1, line 66- col. 2, line 3). 

Regarding claim 8, Borgida teaches systems (network) that monitor changes in the 
network (Abstract). Borgida fails to expressly teach the network comprising an intranet of an 
organization and the Internet. Swatz teaches the network comprising an intranet and internet 
(col. 2, lines 52-55). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to enable the network to comprise an intranet and Internet in order for users to be able 
access data in the network inside and outside of network, thus maximizing the network 
efficiency. 

Claims 9-16 have similar limitation as claims 1-8, respectively, therefore are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Claim 17 has similar limitation as claim 1 therefore is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 18 is similar to claim 4, therefore is rejected under the same rationale. 
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Regarding claim 19, Borgida teaches a method for monitoring information in a 
knowledgebase framework, comprising the steps of: 

(e) receiving information relating to a target to be tracked from a user utilizing a network 
(Abstract, col. 5, lines 31-34; col. 11, lines 36-46); 

(f) monitoring the network for changes to the target (Abstract; col. 1 1, lines 15-17); 

(g) retrieving data relating to the monitored changes (col. 1 1, lines 36-46); and 

(h) transmitting the retrieved data to the user utilizing the network (col. 1 1 , lines 36-46). 
However, Borgida fails to expressly teach the steps of: (a) obtaining a plurality of data 

records from at least one data source utilizing a network; (b) generating a knowledge model- 
based index for the data records as a function of a knowledge model, where the knowledge 
model includes a plurality of categories, where each of the plurality of categories is interrelated 
to at least a respective one of the plurality of categories, where each of the data records is 
associated with at least one of the plurality of categories; (c) generating a graphical user interface 
of the knowledge model, where the graphical user interface is operable to display at least one of 
the plurality of categories, where the graphical user interface is further operable to display a link 
to a respective data record associated with a respective one of the plurality of categories; and (d) 
allowing a user to browse the plurality of categories and the data records associated with the 
categories. 

Swatz teaches the steps of: (a) obtaining a plurality of data records from at least one data 
source utilizing a network (col. 4, lines 2-5); 

(b) generating a knowledge model-based index for the data records as a function of a 
knowledge model, where the knowledge model includes a plurality of categories, where each of 
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the plurality of categories is interrelated to at least a respective one of the plurality of categories, 
where each of the data records is associated with at least one of the plurality of categories (col. 3, 
lines 6-9; col. 19, lines 30-35); 

(c) generating a graphical user interface of the knowledge model, where the graphical 
user interface is operable to display at least one of the plurality of categories, where the graphical 
user interface is further operable to display a link to a respective data record associated with a 
respective one of the plurality of categories (figures 6-17); and 

(d) allowing a user to browse the plurality of categories and the data records associated 
with the categories (figures 6-17). 

At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teaching of Borgida and Swatz by obtaining information from data 
sources in order to create a knowledge-based system, and employing a knowledge model-based 
index for the obtained information in order to enable easy access to the obtained data, thus 
enabling a more efficient use of the knowledge system. 

Regarding claim 20, Borgida fails to teach the method of claim 21, where the target 
comprises a respective category. Swatz teaches the target comprising a respective category 
(figures 6-17). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to combine the teaching of Borgida and Swatz by obtaining information from 
data sources in order to create a knowledge-based system, and employing a knowledge model- 
based index for the obtained information in order to enable easy access to the obtained data, thus 
enabling a more efficient use of the knowledge system. 
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Regarding claim 21, Borgida fails to teach the method of claim 21, where the target 
comprises a respective data record. Swatz teaches the target comprising a respective data record 
(figures 6-17). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to combine the teaching of Borgida and Swatz by obtaining information from 
data sources in order to create a knowledge-based system, and employing a knowledge model- 
based index for the obtained information in order to enable easy access to the obtained data, thus 
enabling a more efficient use of the knowledge system. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alina N. Boutah whose telephone number is 571-272-3908. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (9:00 am - 5:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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